Anatomy of the OctoEer Alert

Action Was Downstairs,
President Was Upstairs

WASHINGTON—It is the night of
Oct. 24, 1973. President Richard M.
Nixeon is facing what he described two
days later as “the most difficult crisis
we have had since the Cuban confron-
tation of 1962.

He is facing it, aggording to his
aides, in the seclusion of his upslzirs
living quarters in the White House.
That is where he stayed throughout
the crisis, but that is all that is known,
perhaps all that will ever be known,
about his activities during the hours
‘when American forces were placed on
an alert, ready 1o counter sny Russian
movement of troops into the Suez
Canal war zone,

In his presg conferance of.Oct. 26,
the President gave the ciear impression
that he had been in active charge of
the American action. He said: “When
T received that information I ordered
shortly after midnight on Thursday
morning, an alkrt for all American
forces around the world, . . . I also
proceeded on the diplomatic frant. In
a message to Mr, Brezhnev, an urgent
message . . 7

But oni Oct. 24, while the President
remained upstairs, the man who con-
ceived the alert, Secretary of State
Henry A. Kissinger, and the man who
called it at 11:30 P.M.. Secretary of
Defense James R, Schiesinger, were
two flights below in fhe basement
Situation Room of the White House,
running the crisis Dby their nwn
f! lights and telept
Nixon petlurhcnlly to - obtain his ap-
proval for their actions.

And it Is'now certain that both the
timing and exact nature of the alert
were acted upon without the Presi-
dent's specific prior approval. Mr.
Kissinger and Mr. Schlesinger acted
alone after getting the President's
earlier, general approval over the
phone for an Amerlcan pelicy that in-
cluded both a firm political response
and a military signal, .And Mr Kis-
singer  now admits he was amazed
when ihe alert, instead of remaingng a

quiet but clear signal 1o the

when the famous hot line between
Washington and Moscow remained
cold and- Soviet and American diplo-
mats scurried through the awtumn
darkness?

In the immediate aftermath, both
Soviet officials and Mr. Kissinger
briefly considered making public the
entire strange exchange that fed io
the alert, including the note from
Leonid Brezhnev to Washington which
which was later described as “brutal,”
"tough,” or leaving *very littls to the
imagination.”

At 2 news conference 12 hours after
the alert was ordered, Mr. Kissinper
was ‘asked to detail the information
that had made. the alert necessary.
Some reporters raised the possibility
that the alert was designed chiefly to
serve domestic political purposes by
diverting attention from Mr. Nixon's
Watergate problems, Seemingly more
in sorrow than in anger thai such
doubts should be raised, Mr. Kissinget
admitted that they were “a symptom
of what is happening 1o our country”
and pledged he would provide the full
account—saying it would convince any
skeptic—as soon as.ithe emergency had
passed,

Last week, with the United States
and the Soviet Union once again
cooperating, Mr. Kissinger said he “re-
gretted” his earlier promise. To make
the information public now, he said.
might upset the rediscavered mood of
cooperation. Intended or not, the net
effect of the two press canference
statements was that the Administra-
tion's most respected figure hed stilled
critics during the emergency with his
promise of full disclosure, then with-
drawn the promise when "the public’s
concern with the crisis had passed. So
there will be no offlcial account for
some time—perhaps not for years.

Although he would not provide the
diplomatic and intelligence information
that led to the alert, Mr. Kls.smger

m’ was wmmg efﬂF}mut SOH“FT
Union, showed up 'the next momingel 3 has1s al

headlines and telecasts all over the
United States.
What really happened that night

other .Amencan, Soviet and Israeli offi-
cials it is possible, however, to make
a preliminary reconsiruction of what

now appears fo have been less a full-
blown crisis than a firm test of super-
power wills and tactics,

The test began with the situation in
the Middle East after three weeks of
war, with Egyptian forces in what had
been the Israeli-held Sinal and Israeli
forces in what had been Egyptian-held
Egypt, west.of the Suez Canal. -

A .cease-fire had been accepted by
both parties Oct. 22 and then breached,
mupiniy by the Israelis, who completed
encirclement of the Egyptian 11 Corps
on the Suez east bank. The growing
desperation of the Egyptians and their
Soviet patrons prompted a radioed plea
at 3 PM. ED.T, Oct. 24 by President
Anwar el-Sadat for a joint American-
Soviet task force to enter the region
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Lo establish a sizable Soviet Farce in
the disputed Canal Zone.
But all was calm in Washingtoen,

Unifed Preds Inbeenational

© even though Soviet air and naval
{orces,. including seven landing ships,
were “milllng  sbout” the Medi-
terranean and seven Soviet airborne
divisions with 40,000 troops were on
the alert in' Russia.

But there had been Savlet airborne
troop alerts before and- ona more
Soviet lafiding creft in the eastern
Mediterranean éarlier. As late 'as 5
PM., Mr. Kissinger and Soviet Am-
bassador Anaioly Dobrynin ‘were har-
moniously discussing the details of Im-
plementing the oease-fire.

Abaut B P.M,, Ambassador Dabrynin
returned to the State Department with
a note from Mr. ‘Brezhmev to Mr.
Nixon, takmg up Presideént Sadat's plea
for a jomt American-Soviet expedi-

Emnrﬁ force. The note: urEed Amer:;s

by phone and qmciﬂy landed the
Russian enveoy a reply. with a firmy no,
explaining that it could be disastrous

- ——

situation on the ground.

And at ihe United Natlons, the
Soviet delegate in the Security Coun-
cll, Yakov Malik, wag accusing the
United States of breaking the cease~
tire. bargain by allowing Israel to gain
more Egyptian terrltory, He demanded
that the United States accede to the
Sadat request for 2 joint expeditionary
farce. The American delegnte, John, A.
Scali, informed Mr. Kissinger of this
development.

About 10:40 P.M., Ambassador
Dobrynin  returned thh 2 ‘second
Brezhnev note to the President. After
castigating the Israelis, it said, accord-
ing to two officials who read it: “We
sirongly urge that we both send forces
to enforce the cease-fira and, if you
do not, we may be obliged to consider
acting alone.”

The threat of a unilateral insertion
of Soviet forces into the battle zone
was more implicit than -expilcit. But
it's effect was. electrifying,

The United States ¢ould have taken
the suggestion of unilateral action in
stride, Mr. Kissinger sald later, yet
juxtaposed -with the rising demands
of Mr, Malik at the United Nations,
with the alert of Soviet airborne forces
and the movement of Soviet landing
craft, it signiﬂed the possibility of a
really serious Russian military move.

Mr. Kissinger phoned Mr. Nixon
again, recommending 2. firm political
response, backed wp by a military
signal, ‘The President agreed to the
principle, but left Mr. Kissinger to
decide what form the responses would
take. Mr. Kissinger then convened 2
formatl scssion of the seldom-used
National Security Council. As consti-
tuted, the N.S.C, has six members,
including the President. But Mr. Nixon
‘was upstairs, Mr. Kissinger was there
in his dual capacity as Mr. Nixon's
adviser on national security affairg and
as Secretary of State. Mr. Schlesinger
was there ag Defense Secretary, And
that was it. There was no Vice Presi-
dent and no Director of the Office of
Emergency Preparedness; the office
hag been vacant for 13 months. “Offi-
clally the meeting consisted of Kis-
singer, Kissinger and Schlesinger,” a
council aide commented.

Belatedly called. in for the 11 P.M.
session was Willlam Colby, 'director
of the Central Intelligence Agency.

Also present, as the military adviser,
le
§0R160480010049:

The two principal participants, Mr.
Kissinger and Mr. Schlesinger, swiftly
agreed on the modified alert call
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middle on & scale of five alert stages.
After transmitting the alert to the
service chiefs at 11:30 P.M., Mr.
Schlesinger and Admiral Moorer dis-
cussed the situation for andther two
hours. Then they drove across the
Potomac to put.the finishing touches
on the alert, They finished about 2:30
AM. and went home to bed.

Mr; Kissinger repeatedly informed
Israel's Ambassador Simcha Dinitz ol
the developments, This had the effect
of letting Tel Aviv know-that, while
the United States was acting to prevent
2 Soviet -landing, it would welcome
an Israeli action to ease tensions along

‘the Suez.

Retrospectively, it is safe 1o con-
clude the Soviet threat and the Ameri-
can alert caused the Israeli leadership
to cease using the plight of the Egyp-
tian I Corps to extract new conces-
sions from Cairo and to allow the Unit-
ed Natlons units to enter Suez Oct. 27.

Mr. Kiszinger also drafted 2 note to
Mr, Brezhnev for the President, firmly
stating the United States would not
tolerate a lone Soviet militery move in
the Middle East and urging Soviét
cooperation in support of a United
Nations resblution establishing a new
peacekeeping force for the battle Zone.

About 3 AM. he went upstairs to
Mr. Nixon and obtained the President’s
ratification of ail these actions, Then
both turned in.

Mr. Kissinger concluded thai by this
time the Soviet Union would have
monitored the signals putting Ameri-
can forces on alert. The stiff note to
Mr. Brezhnev was dispatched about 4
AM.

Abeout 7 AM. Mr, Kissinger woke up
to watch the television news and
he was, he later recounted, astonished
to learn that the alert call he had
hoped to keep confined io the world of
diplomacy was being broadcast to the
American people.

From el this, it seems clear there
was no actual crisls, but a potential
crisis. That is why the President stayed
upstairs and that iz why the hot line
was not used. Only after the news of
the alert was broadcast, did Mr. Nixon
declde to dramatize it as a crucial,
personal face-off against the Russians.

In any case, a little more than 12
hours after the second Brezhnev note
was delivered, the Soviet Union -al-
tered jts stance in the United Nations
support io the American reso-

thorizing a United Nations
peacekeeping force for the disputed
Suez region. From then on the situa-
tion improved. —DAVID BINDER.
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By Marilyn Berger
Weashington Post Statf Writer

Soviet Communist Party chief Leonid
L. Brezhnev flaily told President Nixon
on Oct. 24 that Moscow would “be faced
with the necessity urgently to consider
the question of taking appropriate steps
unilaterally” if the United States re-
fused to join in sending units to en-
force the cease-fire in the Middle East.

The letter, which arrived at the
White House late during the evening
of Oct. 24, led to a worldwide alert of
U.S. military forces.

The text of that strongly worded
Soviet letter, and a paraphrase of the

President’s equally clear response be-

came available to
Post yesterday.. ‘

Brezhnev’s letter, the second from
him to arrive-that evening, referred

The Washington
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Brezhnev Note: ‘1

to drastic Israeli violations of the Oct.
22 cease-fire leading to the encircle-
ment of Suez city. The violations, ac-
cording to the Soviet note, constituted
a brazen challenge to both the Soviet
Union and the United States. After

inviting joint contingents of Soviet- -

American forces to compel observance
of the cease-fire without delay, Brezh-
nev wrote;

“I will say it straight” that if the

United States does not find it possible
to act together “with us in this matter,
we should be faced with the necessity
urgently to consider the question of
taking appropriate steps unilaterally.”

Brezhnev told Mr. Nixon that Israel
could not be permitted to get away
with cease-fire yiolations,

This was the Brezhney note that Mr.
Nixon has said “was very firm and . . .

Plsog e

left very little to the imagination as to
what he intended” It was, according
to Mr. Nixon “the most difficult crisis
we have had since thé Cuban confron-
tation of 1962.”

The President made these remarks
in his press conference Oct. 26 in
defending his action in calling a world-
wide alert. Critics of the administra-
tion have suggested that he overre-
acted in order to divert national at-
tention from his deepening Watergate

troubles. Six days before, on Oct. 20,
Watergate Special Prosecutor Archi- |
bald Cox was fired and Attorney Gen-.
eral Elliot L. Richardson and Deputy
Attorney General William D. Ruckels-
haus had resigned.

Sce ALERT, A35, Col. 1
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" i ALERT, From A1 ggl;igxdebalert indluding nu-separately or jointly. In fact|sis of lhe undersiandings
ombers was necessaryli is pelieveq by some U.S,|reached.

gwr. Nixon refused, however, | or whether it would have h

to;\make the exchange of let,|sufficient to alert gplected] _P}laglgrilgt__Egyptian_ Presi-| Nevertheless, they insist
ters with Brezhnev public. gnits s“fcfh aslthe 82? Airb??%ﬁ%? Apver Sadat's call on gﬁftat o Z?Ok nc(:i parﬁfglar
ome officials, while agreeing[Oct. 15 for a joi iet- Ty action and say there
Sq:;e;a:y ofh Stat.e lHenry A that the Soviet note ¢ ontaihgg American force VJV a sntsixi;)lzflt was 1o crisis of the magnitude
ssinger, who originally said|rough language, said it would|designed to_ forestall o Y | of 1962. Within two days, they
thﬁt the record would be made |have been sufficient to object|ilateral Soviet “asﬁstange w'"|mote, everything was back on
t\?jlable “upon the conclusion |Strongly and do nothing with Soviet officials have coop the trac.
of’ the present diplomatic ef.|U->- forces. ated with American of?c%gg In addition to the Brezhney
fofts,” has since also sought _In addition to the signal pro-in refusing to make the entire l%flz;cer,fU.s_ officials have cited
to‘cut off public inguire joi. | V.90 by the alert, Mr. Nixon|record public, citing the sane.|° er factors necessitating the
) et TGty IO replied to Brezhnev, saying|tity of diplomatic communica. | 2eth nCluding movements of
glgi' tevents that led to the|that the United States could tions and the need to prese:ve; Soviet ships in the Mediterra-
=t L not aceept unilateral action by|detente. But they deny that nean ahout 100 miles off the
The alert, according to U.S.|the Soviet Union. In his letter|the Brezhnev  note that Spast of Egypt, the end of the
officials, was designed to sig-|the President reaffirmed the|touched off the U. S. alert was Soviet airlitt (which might
nal the Soviet Union i oiunderstanding between the|either brutal or threatening or have made aircraft available
. 7 that the\ynited States and the Soviet|provoking.  Soviet . obficiajs 10T transporting  Soviet air.
Eﬁﬂi;‘zgrifatg&?tﬂ‘dag&t 360@?& Union to work for peace in the|have characterized the %olt?ela—s bf,’"}" Eroopsg’ and some
{ S on and|Niddl N s 4 “diplomatic ambiguities.”
sl fo heighen US. Teuc tna iis nethes beinted s o ecame vaae fo| "Bt Some TS, g
?:spsfol]f dlt became necessary to|warranted the sending of So- appeal to reason, an appesal ztlg geot there was an overreaction
Ehere. is a continuing de \}:}i;t tor American troops {0 abide by the understandings gﬂgv;n?z{liagflr:igfeoefliflgeilfltgl?es.
- S auing de-\ Egypt. reached with Kissinger durin ini i )
ga:tc h?tmn the admlms“a' The President also expressed i his visit to Moscowgthe weekg- Zaministration of being  be-
g however, as to whether aiqount ghout the validity - of|end of Oct. 20, Weiorgare 1 pocause of the
y ———!Soviet charges that the Israclis|. Soviet officials said they Xgigirs"f}ltfhesscjélgig&?gatlﬁi
were continuing to violate the|were puzzled and surprised by |of both the President and Kis-
ceasefire. The Soviet sugges-|the American reaction, which |singer. :
tion of wunilateral action, he|they say was hoth unexpected| Others however, insist the
said, was something that must|an unprovoked. But they ad- response! was cox,nmensurate
undoubtedly cause great con-|mit to a degree of exaspera- | with the threat and that it was
cern and carry consequences f,ion at signg that the situation |clear to the top offieia]’s who
5};;:1tcgannot be predicted in ad-|in Egypt could have become met the night of Oct. 2425
nece. s gesperate that the Soviet|that the Brezhnev note was a
" The President urged groster) jht have been forced [threat to be:wagk i
reliance on UN. observers. tg

i #oRething extra if there | They it
supervise the Soviet UIWW.! Blll; IS PEHoTETce on the ba- mm?ﬁm
_stgiad of launching unilatetg! T
action, to place samnuaw%" IS MOVEd Ui Ty
wIth'tile'pease-fire. The Upite m%? ove ““ﬂi‘l‘d‘mg
States, .he told Brezhney in revent an Emoz‘anqaefebé
conclusion, could not accept pre P &

#

unilateral action.

Throughout the crisis the
United States had sought to
brevent super power inter-
vention in the region, either

As for the Israelis, they had
no doubt that the US. re-
sponse was required. Foreign
Minister Abba Eban said when
he was here last week that
there was “definite, authentic, :
real and imminent danger” of

Soviet military intervention.
He said that “if the response
had been any less clear . .. we
would have faced the contin-
geney with all it means for the
fate of Europe and international
peace.”

What Eban and the Presi-
dent and Kissinger feared did
not occur.” Whether the Rus-
sians are saying now that they
never meant to threaten only-
because they did not actually
send forces cannot be known.
And whether it was the U.S.
‘respornise that deterred Soviet
action or whether the Soviet
Union never meant tg act and
were only testing the adminis-
/tration’s ability to react while
!preoccupled by the Watergate
scandal are the hypothetical
questions of history.

- -Ag ene U.S. official put it,

“Since we don't . know what

could have happened had we

acted different]y we can only

say what has happened. And

what ha;gﬁ?ppened is that the
v pot int;

ene.”
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NSC: Di, \‘It Meet Oct. 24? v

By Laurence Stern
‘Washington Post Staff Writer"

Jdn_popular mythology, the National
Security Council is the nation’s yulfimate
erisis forum.

.'Lt“,w§§_ﬂ__i_1}m_§gi»s spirit, perhaps, that
Secretary of State Henry Kissinger and
Defense Secretary James R. Scﬂles?nger
referred to a National Security Council
-meeting on the night of Oct. 24 when
American military forces were placed_on
world-wide alert.

Now _th i owledges
that there was no meeting of the National
Security Council on that night of putative
lnternational peril. when the word was
{lashed to U.S. air, ground and sea forces
to go into a high state of readipgss. ~

“That ‘meeting is not in our formal
listing of National Security Council
meetings,” said NSC staff Secretary
Jeanne W. Davis, This was corroborated
by the White House press office.

Yet Kissinger, in his Oct. 25 press con-
ference, said the President called “a
special meeting of the National Security
Council” at 3 a.m, that same day 1o order
the precautionary alert.

Kissinger added that “all the membhers
of the National Security Council were
unanimous in their recommendations as
the result of a deliberation in which the
President did not himself participate, and

Approved For Rels&l‘?%

in which he joined only after they had
formed their judgment . . .”’ _
Defense Secretary Schlesinger, the
same day, said it was he who initiated
the alert after a meeting of the “abbrevi-
ated National Seecurity Council,” though
he added that “the Presjdent was in com-

plete command at all times during the
course of the evening.”

~Kissinger said _the NSC meeting took
Rlace at 3 am. on the 25th, Schlesinger

dimed it at 11 p.m. on the 24th. The Presi- -

dent._said it.was he who ordered the pre-
Lautionaty alert shortly affer midnight
pn the 25th after” “we obtained imfurma-
lion. which led us to believe thai the

~Soviet Union was planning to send & Very
Substantial force into the Mideast, a mili-
tary force.” B

White House records list only two-

Ineetings of the National Security Coun-
¢il during 1973. One was on March 8 and
ane on April 12, White House spokeSmen
would not divulge the topic of either
meeting.
The meeting that occurred the night of
Oct. 24 or the early morning hours of Oct.
25—depending on whose version is ac-
curate—included . oply two of the four
statutory members of the council, Secre-
tary of State Kissinger and Secretary of
Defense Schlesinger. The other two mem-
bers are the President and the Vice Presi-
dent. Mr. Nizon was/ by all
currént ageopunts, upstairs in
the Whlte House while his
cabinet aides weré méeting
in the basement Situation
Room,

here was no ready ex:
planation of why two Cabi-
net offjeers,  both famous
for their, Washiftbfon bureau-
cratic stregt wisdom and for
their, precision of public ut-

A &

L

terance, ishould be in dis- |
agreement with the White-
House and NSC over wheth- °
er the meeting in which they
hoth participated was or
was not an NSC meeting.
~In._practice formal NSC '
meetings _have become
among. the rarest of Wash-

ington phenamena. The two
meetings this year compar-
ed with three meetings in
1972 when the administra-
tion was engaged in the

ie%"y and extrication
from ietnam.

“The formal NSC meeting
e . i n

i Y

the view of a fofmer high-
ranking staff member. "As
a Torum iL_has become un-
wigldy. ~There are people

there the President may not

"have to be written that

bureaucrats receive
cireulate.”
_“It hadn’t been used in
the original textbook sense:
since the Eisenhower years.”
Nevertheless Presidents
and .their press spokesmen
have persistently fostered
the notion that in moments

and

- of national gravity the NSC,

in its collective wisdom, has
provided benediction to the

~ polidies finally adopted.

After the Tet offensive in
Vietnam in January 1968,
for example, President
Johnson called an NSC
meeting and invited news
photographers in to record
the high seriousness of the
occasion. It was not until,
days and weeks later that
the policy responses to the
Tet dttack were decided. |

More recently, in the con-
troversy over falsified U.S.
bombing reports in Cambo-
dia, former Secretary of De-
fense Melvin R. Laird said
the orders for falsification
of the reports came from
the National Security Coun-
cil early in 1968. One former
USC staffer, whose business
it was to know the NSC
agenda during that period,
said he had no recollection
'of bombing policy in Cambo-
dia. being on the Council
agenda,

Below the levelrpj,;.h.af_full
Couneil, the intensity of ac-
tiuity: picks 'alm._ me‘l‘t{gi
stalfis a study in perpetya
motion, Since_the arrival of
Kissinger as National Secu-
rity. Adviser to the Presi-
Aent, its members Have
warked the longest hours in
bown.

~Under... Kissinger __the
€ouneil- staff divides..and

_into _ various

vides. )
%Egmungmwth

the myriad issues—from the

'| mossibility of a government

3. America To

7
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INTELLIGENCE REPORTS indicate that
Russia did send nuclear weapons to Egypt dur-:
Ing the Mideast war, although Kissinger has
hedged on the question. Nuclear missile war-
heads apparently were.sent by ship to Alexan-!
dria but weren’t unloaded. Nixon hadn’t heard
the news when he ordered U.S. forces on alert.
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shippers Tapped for Nixon Funds

By Jack Anderson

Confidential Semate Water-
Ke documents show that salty-
ngued Federal Maritime
1airwoman Helen Bentley col-
oted at least $20,000 in dona-
ons for the Nixon campaign
om the shipping industry she
supposed toregulate.

"The documents describe Mrs.
2ntley’s dealings with the vet-
-an shipper, Captain Leo Ber-
or, a partner in Avon steam-
aips of Lake Success, Long Is-
and. Both were interviewed by
ommittee investigators in re-
ent weeks.

A summary of Mrs. Bentley’s
rief interview with committee
leuth William Mayton reports:
He asked her a few times in
nany different ways if she ever
olicited money for the 1972
zampaign and she always re-
:ponded negatively.”
When Berger was cross-exam-
mned, however, he confessed

-hat he and his partner, Peter
Zonstas, gave “$20,000 in cash to
Mrs. Bentley which she gave to
Stans.” Former Commerce Sec-
retary Maurice Stans was Presi-
dent Nixon’s chief fund raiser
and is now under criminal in-
ulictment in the campaign con-
tributions case of financier
Robert Vesco.

passed the campaign hat. “They

Bentley as telling the Senate
Watergate staff that “the Avon
Shipping Company had no busi-
ness before her” when she

gave her the money because
they knew that she was a Repub-
lican, and they wanted the
money,” according to the sum-
mary of her testimony, “to go to
the GOP.”

The truth is that Avon, like
most shipping companies, did
have business before the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission.
Such firms must get certifica-
tion from the commission under
Mrs. Bentley that they have fi.
nancial means to pay for clean-
ing up any oil spills.
We reached Mrs. Bentley, who
explained yeastily that she had
told the committee staff aboug|
the certification question her-

why it was left out of the sum-.
mary of her interview.
At Avon, Captain Berger de-
fended the chairwoman, saying
there had been no solicitation.|
His campaign contribution, he
said, “was voluntary.” Then he
added brusquely: “I said evety-
thing 'm going to say before the
committee, Goodnight.”
Despite the gruff sea captain’s
modesty about his contrib-

up the' Watergate committee’s
finding. The records of secret
cash contributions to the Nixon
campaign show a “Captain Leo
Berger” and “Peter Constas,”

\Kremlin has been pressuung
|western oil holdings. The re-
self, and could not understand may_hope to start fapping.the

both listed at Avon’s Lake Suc-
cess address, each gave $10,000.
Footnote: In September, 1970,
we reported how Mrs. Bentley
was asked by then Vice Pre51-
dent Spiro Agnew to pass the
hat in shipping circles for an
‘Agnew crony running for gover-
nor of Maryland. Dutifully, she|
contacted about ten “top eche-[f
lon shipping executlves," she!
admitted.

telligence Digest#—lntelli—
gence reports warn e
the Arab nations to nationalize

ports suggest that the Soviets)

.Arab oil fields for themselves,
' hecause_their own oil fxelds in
xugged. _Slberxa are becommg
ingreasingly difficult to develap

. Diplomatic reports indicate
that the NATO allies may be]
closing ranks after. their mltial'
shock over the Arab oil em-
'bargo. At first, the NATO part-
neérs began scrambling for
themselves for vital oil sup-
plies. But allied leaders, appar-

jolted into recognizing the dan-
ger of dividing the West. Quiet
new moves have been made to
restore more consultation and
cooperation.
gence report tells ¢ of & an_ ¢ ex-
change between the cease-ﬁre
'gegotiators, Israel's Mayj.

|Ahron _Yariv and Egypt's Lt

One i mtelh-

Mohamed Gamasi. Yariv

asked whether they shiouid furn

Ithe negotiations over to ¢ civil-

ians. Gamasi readily agied.

LA

tended for official eyes only, re-

veals how the U.S. has been aid-

ing the nation that bhas cut off
our oil. The U.S. has established
a miljtary logistical support sys-
tem for Saudi Arabia. Because
the Saudi army hasn't devel-
oped “the required degree of
expertise” to manage the sys-
tem, states the telegram, “lim-
ited U.S. (government’s) assist-
ance will be required.”

delligence reports quote Saudi

Arabian leaders as saying one
reason for the oil boycott wasto
[break what they beligved to e
Jthe_ Zionist hold or the US.
press and bring the Arab story
forcibly to the attention of thc
American publie.

The summary quotes Mrs.

utions, our investigation backs

ently, have suddenly been

1973, Chronicle PublishingCe.
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| “Tomorrow,” he sald, “Te fus re- -
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THE EVENING STAR

US. Knew Battle Plans

By George Sherman

Star-News Staff Writer
i ce

%fwgﬁ%ﬁﬁ ??“&sman dFitt‘Sg

] 3 ddle
.ast war, but neyer.con-
Jded “D-Day” existed for
arrving.itout,.according to
Mormed,sources.

oo igence. alsa.ob-
ained the Syrian plan..of
Ltack, say the sources, but
ot until Sept . SEV-
ral weeks before the Qct. 6

zar..Because the Amerjcan -

pvernment relied heavily
n U.S. military attaches,
~ho relied inturn on skepti-
al Israeli assessments,
cknowledge the sources,
either the Egyptian nor
yrian battle plans were
aken seriously.

~The Egyptian plan, ac-
sording. to. -sources who

ve. studie.d it,.had three '

s: .

%?i‘s‘f’,‘to cross the Suez
qal in force in the central
d southern sectors and
pash the Israeli Bar Lev
nie on the eastern bank.
Second, to regroup forces .
« smash through the -
1ta and Giddi passes and
other pass at Pasa lead-
3 to the large Israeli base
Bir Gafgafa guarding the
zerior Sinai.

Third, to take the whole -
nai, cut off Sharm el
weik on the Gulf of Agaba,
id to stop at the borders

-isting before the June -

67 war. According to :
-cse sources, the plan did
et call for pushing an at-

¢k into the heartland of :

rael.

As it turned out, after _thé '
<t. 6 attack, only the first .

age of the plan succeeded.
TJerican intelligence has
.ncluded that the Bar, Lev
rtifications fell so quickly
.Egyptian tank and infan-
-y, that the Egyptian high
Smmand was not ready
Jove that qukcKly against
-1¢ passes to prevent Israeli.
_cfenses from holding.

ALHERERRERY,

DATE

UNDERESTIMATED ARABS

_A KEY element in ths ini-
iial Egyptian success was
thaﬁaviet.f}ﬁagggfé’éanti-
Lapk, gun, operated by two-
anan.infantry .teams..mﬁi:h
destroyed . about 200. Israeli
tanks. :

Euidence—shows s
American. analysts, that it
toak: Russian prodding to
gotthe. Egyntian forces to
mpve against all three of
‘the passes on Oct. 14 —
eight days after the war

bagan. By that time, how- -

ever, Israeli reserves were

Yo place and the Egyptian

astack was repulsed.

The Syrian plan called for
swift tank attacks up the -
main road from Damascus
and along the secondary
road through the Rafid sal-

. ient to recapture the Golan-

Heights from Israel. Ac-
cording to Defense Depart-
ment analysts, this Syrian
push, involving between 800
and 1,000 tanks, failed be-
cause it rushed too far
ahead of its infantry and
antiaircraft defenses and
fell prey to Israeli air pow-
er.

ber.of U.S..analysts. in_the
American intelligence corm-
munity had been cautioning
the Nixon administrafion

since.May to take seriously

the Egyptian battle plap.
This..ninoerity. was ham-
pered-by not having an. ad-
vanece-date for. the attack,

aswell as by “the establishe,

ed.truth” in both the Amerl-
can.and. Israeli govern-

bembluf«f»ingnbecause.oLin-

ferior military capabilities. -

" See BATTLE, A-6

MEMBERS of the minor-

ity acknowledge that their
predictions of an Egyptian
attack were never more
than 6040 in favor of an at-.
tack. They key arguments

: all were over
Egypt,lan President Anwar
Sadat’s political intention —

Accardin oD OLHET |
sourcas,,vonﬁz a small.ppm- -

it M
RSt -

especially, how he would
try to force the United
States and the Soviet Union
to intervene for a peace set-
tlement.

Back in early June ana-
lysts who took the Egyptian
battle plan and Arab mili-
tants’ pressures on Sadat
seriously argued that the
U.N. Security Council de-
bate on the Middle East in
June and July could be
decisive.

“If Egypt failed to gain
new momentum toward
. superpower involvement,
they said, the pressure for
limited military action
would become irresistible.

On July 25, the United

States vetoed a Security

Council resolition which, in-

the American view, sided
with the Egyptian position
that Israel must agree to
evacuate all occupied Arab
territory prior to negotia-
tions. In both the American
and Israeli view, this
course would leave Israel
without secure boundaries.

DURING the October
war, the Egyptian govern-

ment charged that this.

American position led di-
rectly to the Cairo decision
to use force. But by Septem-
ber, argue administration
officials, Kissinger, by then
secretary of State, was at
the U.N. deeply involved in
a new Middle Eastern initi-
ative. Therefore, intelli-
gence analysts concluded,
Egypt and Syria had no
need to doubt that the
United States was focusing

on the Middle East without :

their resorting to force.

loretrospect, say.apa- |
lysts, they were. victims .
i r-confi-

Juoainly of Israeli gver:

dence, but also of.a failure
to how. well the Russ
sians.had taught the Egyp-
JLians to.deflect attentien.

Qgring ;egtem?g;: tell-tale
SZDS...0L. Jntentions

Jwere. there They.
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“maneuvers’’ during Sep-
tember égd_a large rl:'{p‘ve-
ment _of Syrian tanks to-
w a.fdw&égglapﬁeigbm' st

efore Qct. 6. )

The Egyptian maneuvers
mirrored similar Soviet and
Warsaw Pact tactics just

before their attack “on
Czechoslovakia .in Au%lst
1968. But, according to U.S.
sources, the bluff was so
firm that this evidence still
led to a majority intelli-
gnece view thats the evi-
dence was “inconclusive.”

" The final and most deci-
sive Egyptian move came
late on Oct. 4, little more
than 24 hours before the at-
tack. The Egvotian hich

. e —————

¢ommand switched from
radio to_direct telephone-
line. .communications_with
the.. Suez.-frent, .because
radio.is easier to.monitgr by
outside intelligence.

But by that time it was
too late. The Egyptians and
Syrians had attacked before
this final evidence was laid
before Kissinger in an intel-

ligence assessment early on.
nfNre K
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